Abstract. The main purpose of this short note is to correct an error in "Baire spaces and Vietoris hyperspaces", Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 135 (2007), no. 1, 299-303.
In case x ∈ U is a non-isolated point and y ∈ V , then f (x, y, y) = {x, y} ∈ f (U × V × V ), but any τ V -neighbourhood of {x, y} will contain an S ∈ F 3 (X), with |S ∩ U | = 2.
The gap can be overcome using the authors' original arguments to prove Theorem 2.1; see [1] . In fact, the proof that appeared in print was suggested by the referee and was intended to shorten the original one.
The authors' arguments in [1] involve two auxiliary sets as an interface between F n (X) and X n :
where n ≥ 1. Here, X 1 is identified with X; hence D(X 1 ) = X 1 = X. Also, D(X n ) will always carry the relative topology from X n , and, as in [2] , all spaces X are assumed to be Hausdorff and infinite.
The following two observations now reduce the proof of Theorem 2.1 to only the sets [X] n and D(X n ). 
n is a Baire space, and take
Finally, take a finite family W of non-empty open subsets of X, with W ∩ F n (X) = ∅. To show that W ∩ G = ∅, consider the following cases. If each W ∈ W consists only of isolated points of X, then W ∩ F n (X) consists only of isolated points of 
is Baire, and the proof can proceed by induction if n > 1. Namely, suppose that X m is a Baire space for some m < n, with 1 ≤ m. To show that X m+1 is also a Baire space, let G = {V k : k < ω} for some open dense subsets 
Consider finally the case when each W j , 1 ≤ j ≤ m + 1, consists only of non-isolated points. In this case, 
